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EAST TEXAS MEDICAL CENTER,
ATHENS, ET AL,

CIVIL ACTION NO. 6:00-CV442-WMS
Defendants and Third-Party Plaintiffs,
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AETNA HEALTH AND LIFE
INSURANCE COMPANY, ET AL,
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Third-Party Defendants.
ANSWER OF THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT
GOLDEN RULE INSURANCE COMPANY TO
DEFENDANTS’ FIRST AMENDED THIRD-PARTY COMPLAINT

Golden Rule Insurance Company (“Golden Rule”) files this its Answer to Defendants’ First

Amended Third-Party Complaint and would respectfully show the Court as follows:
1. THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT “HEALTH CARRIERS”

1.-56. Withrespect to the allegations in Paragraphs 1-56 of Defendants’ First Amended Third-Party
Complaint (“First Amended Complaint”), Golden Rule admits that its agent’s address is correctly
listed in paragraph 18, but is without sufficient information to admit or deny the remaining allegations

of Paragraphs 1-56, and therefore denies same.

57.  No response is required to Paragraph 57.
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II. PLAINTIFF’S ALLEGATIONS

58.  With regard to Paragraph 58, it is not necessary for Golden Rule to admit or deny whether
Defendants have correctly quoted from Plaintiff’s Original Petition, because said Petition speaks for
itself. Golden Rule is without sufficient information or knowledge to admit or deny that
“Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs have denied all allegations of Plaintiffs,” and therefore denies same.
III. ROLE OF “HEALTH CARRIERS”
59.  Withregard to the allegations in Paragraph 59, Golden Rule is without sufficient information
to admit or deny whether it made medical payments (of an unidentified amount on an unidentified
date) to one or more of Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs, or whether it received unidentified refunds
for any reason from one or more of Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs, and is further without sufficient
information or knowledge to admit or deny the terms of any unidentified agreements, contracts and/or
plans applicable to unidentified patients of Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs, but would state that
such plans, agreements, or contracts, if any, speak for themselves. Golden Rule has not been able to
identify any agreements or contracts with Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs, and is without sufficient
information to admit or deny whether other Health Carriers have agreements with Defendants/Third-
Party Plaintiffs, or the terms of such unidentified agreements. Accordingly, Golden Rule is without
sufficient information or knowledge to admit or deny whether such unidentified contracts provide
“discounts” as referenced in Plaintiff’s Original Petition. Defendant is further without sufficient
information or knowledge to admit or deny whether Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs strive to
comply and do comply with such unidentified agreements, contracts and/or plans in their billing
practices. Golden Rule is not required to admit or deny whether Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs
have correctly summarized Plaintiff’s allegations, or their logical conclusion. Golden Rule is without

sufficient information or knowledge to admit or deny whether it or any other Health Carriers have
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requested, required, demanded and/or accepted refund payments from Defendants/Third-Party
Plaintiffs, because such payments have not been identified. Golden Rule is further without sufficient
information or knowledge to admit or deny whether one or more of the unidentified documents at
issue, or claims asserted in connection therewith, would be governed by 29 U.S.C. §1302 et seq.,
commonly known as ERISA. Accordingly, Golden Rule denies the allegations of Paragraph 59.
IV. CONTRIBUTION/INDEMNITY CLAIM
60.  Golden Rule denies the allegations of Paragraph 60, and denies that Defendants/Third-Party
Plaintiffs are entitled to the relief requested therein.
V. DECLARATORY RELIEF
61. Golden Rule is without sufficient information or knowledge to admit or deny the terms of any
agreements Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs have with any of the other Health Carriers, and would
state that any such agreements or contracts with Golden Rule, which have not been identified by
Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs, speak for themselves. Golden Rule is further without sufficient
information or knowledge to admit or deny whether Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs have complied
with such unidentified contracts or agreements, if any. Accordingly, Golden Rule denies the
allegations in Paragraph 61, and further denies that Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs are entitled to
any relief from Golden Rule as requested therein.
VI. PRAYER
62.  GoldenRule deniesthat Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs are entitled to any relief whatsoever
from Golden Rule, including that requested in Paragraph 62.
63.  Golden Rule denies all allegations not specifically admitted herein.
64.  Golden Rule would further state that some or all of Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs’ claims

may be barred by the applicable statutes of limitation.
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65.  Anydamages allegedly sustained by Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs, ifany be proved, where
caused in whole or in part by the culpable conduct of Plaintiff, Third-Party Plaintiffs, or other third-
parties or instrumentalities over whom Golden Rule had no right of control and, therefore, the
amount of any damages otherwise recoverable against Golden Rule should be extinguished or reduced
in comparative proportion to the culpable conduct of Plaintiff, Third-Party Plaintiffs or any third-
parties.

66.  Oninformation and belief, Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs’ claims against Golden Rule are
barred by the doctrines of estoppel, waiver, laches and unclean hands.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, Third-Party Defendant Golden Rule Insurance
Company prays that upon final trial the Court enter judgment that Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs
take nothing, dismissing Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs’ suit with prejudice, assessing costs against
Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs and for such other and further reliefto which Third-Party Defendant

may show itself to be justly entitled.

DATED: Otvav’f L Jow

Respectfully submitted,

WM. LANCE LEWIS
ATTORNEY-IN-CHARGE

State Bar No. 12314560
STRASBURGER & PRICE, LL.P.
901 Main Street, Suite 4300
Dallas, Texas 75202

(214) 651-4857

(214) 651-4330 (Facsimile)
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing document has been
forwarded to all counsel of record on this _Z _ day of October, 2000.

Via CMRRR #P 903 045 905
Counsel for Plaintiff Nathan Jackson
D. Brent Lemon

Shaw & Lemon

2723 Fairmount

Dallas, Texas 75201

Via CMRRR #P 903 045 906
Counsel for Defendant/Third-Party Plaintiff East Texas
Michael E. Jones
Potter, Minton, Roberts,
Davis & Jones, PC
P.O. Box 359
Tyler, Texas 75710

Counsel for Aetna Health, Guardian Life; U.S. Letter Carriers
Demitri Zgourides/John Shely

Andrews & Kurth, LLP

600 Travis, Suite 4200

Houston, Texas 77002

Counsel for American Family Life Assurance

Chuck Kreutz

William B. Steele, III
Locke, Liddell & Sapp, LLP
100 Congress, Suite 300
Austin. Texas 78701-4042

Counsel for American National; Standard Life
Joseph Russo/Scott Daniel

Greer, Herz & Adams, LLP

One Moody Plaza, 18th Floor
Galveston, Texas 77550-7998

Counsel for Bankers Life; Pioneer Life; Universal Fidelity Life
Phillip Stano

Jorden, Burt, Boros, Cicchitti

1025 Thomas Jefferson, N.W., Suite 400E
Washington, DC 20007

Counsel for Cigna HealthCare; Connecticut General: Provident Life

James L. Johnson

The Johnson Law Firm

6500 Greenville Ave., Suite 345
Dallas, Texas 75206

Counsel for Combined Life
Michael T. Crawford
Ramey & Flock

P.O. Box 629

Tyler, Texas 75710

Counsel for Employer’s Health; Humana Health; PCA Health
Judith Schening Appersen

Fulbright & Jaworski, LLP

2200 Ross, Suite 2800

Dallas, Texas 75201-2784

Counsel for First Health Life & Health Ins. Co.
Douglas S. Haloftis

Lara Simonian Jitlal

Gardere & Wynne

1601 Elm, Suite 3000

Dallas, Texas 75201

Counsel for General American; Principal Life Ins.

Doug K. Butler/Bill E. Davidoff/
Dennis M. Lynch

Figari, Davenport & Graves, LLP
901 Main, Suite 4800

Dallas, Texas 75202

Counsel for John Hancock; Unicare
John W. Ferguson, Jr.
Ramey & Flock

P.O. Box 629

Tyler, Texas 75710

Counsel for Harris Methodist
Peter Roan

Conaviesky & Rank

633 West Fifth, Suite 3500
Los Angeles, CA 90071

Counsel for HealthPlan of Texas
Tracy Crawford

Deron Dacus

Ramey & Flock

P.O. Box 629

Tyler, Texas 75710

Counsel for Jefferson Pilot Life American
George C. Haratsis

McDonald Sanders, PC

777 Main, Suite 1300

Fort Worth, Texas 76102-5305
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Counsel for Kaiser Foundation; Sierra Health
John Scully/Robert Bragalone
Cooper & Scully, PC

900 Jackson, Suite 100

Dallas, Texas 75202

Counsel for Liberty Mutual: Wasau Underwriters

Robert C. Walters/Russell Yager/Tara Reynolds
Vinson & Elkins, LLP

2001 Ross, Suite 3700

Dallas, Texas 75201-2975

Counsel for Markel Ins.; Fortis Benefits; John Alden Life
Andrew Jubinsky/Tim A. Daniels/Bill E. Davidoff
Figari, Davenport & Graves, LLP

901 Main, Suite 4800

Dallas, Texas 75202

Counsel for Mutual of Omaha
William S. Hommel, Jr.
McGee, Hommel & Starr
3304 S. Broadway, Suite 202
Tyler, Texas 75701

Counsel for National Financial
James L. Jackson, Jr.

Law Offices of Pat O’Neill
110 West 7th, Suite 1100
Fort Worth, Texas 76102

Counsel for New Era Life

Robert Harris

The Law Offices of Robert L. Harris
1919 S. Shiloh, Suite 200

Garland, Texas 75042

Counsel for Prudential
E. Stratton Horres, Jr./Wade Forsman
Wilson, Elser, Moskowitz,
Edelman & Dicket, LLP
1201 Elm, Suite 5000
Dallas, Texas 75270

Counsel for ReliaStar Life

James A. McCorquodale

Vial, Hamilton, Koch & Knox, L.L.P.
1717 Main Street, Suite 4400

Dallas, TX 75201-7388

Counsel for State Farm Ins.
Paul Gilliam

Ramey & Flock

P.O. Box 629

Tyler, Texas 75710

Counsel for United States Letter Carriers
Babette Ceccotti

Cohen, Weiss & Simon

330 W. 42nd

New York, New York 10036-6926

Counsel for United American

Michael Collins/Daniel Gus/David Cabrales
Locke, Liddell & Sapp, LLP

2200 Ross, Suite 2200

Dallas, Texas 75201

Counsel for United Healthcare; Metlife
Wayne Mason/Rick Smith
Strasburger & Price, LLP

901 Main St., Suite 4300
Dallas, TX 75202

Charles Clark

Clark, Lea, Rutter & Logson
P.O. Box 98

Tyler, Texas 75710

Will D. Davis
200 Perry Brooks Bldg.
Austin, Texas 78701

Hector Deleon
701 Brazos, Suite 480
Austin, Texas 78701

David Martin

Malesovas Martin & Tekell, LLP
425 Austin, 10th Floor

P.O. Box 1709

Waco, Texas 76703-1709

John Recci

John Hancock
P.O. Box 111
Boston, MA 02117
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WM. LANCE LEWIS
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